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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

MS Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

In response to the restriction requirement set forth in the Office Action mailed 
October 26, 2007, applicant hereby provisionally elects Group 1 (claims 1-13) for 
continued examination, with traverse. 

The Examiner has required restriction between: 

Group I, claims 1-13, drawn to a first method for producing hematopoietic 
cells from bone marrow cells. 

Group II, claims 14-19, drawn to a first method for treating a subject having 
cytopenia by administering bone-marrow-derived hematopoietic cells. 

Group III, claims 20-24, drawn to a first product of the bone marrow derived 
hematopoietic cells. 
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^ Group IV, claim 25, drawn to a second method for producing hematopoietic 

cells from bone marrow cells. 



Group V, claims 26 and 27, drawn to a second method for treating a subject 
having cytopenia by administering bone-marrow-derived hematopoietic cells. 

Group VI, claim 28, drawn to a second product of the bone marrow derived 
hematopoietic cells. 

The Commissioner may require restriction if two or more independent and 
distinct inventions are claimed in a single application (37 CFR 1 .142(a)). In the present 
case, although the claimed subject matter may be classified in different classes, the 
searches for each Group would significantly overlap. 

If the Examiner is aware of another method to make the product as claimed, 
using a process which is materially different from that set forth in the restricted claims, 
applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to substantiate his position in greater 
detail. Otherwise, it is respectfully requested that the restriction requirement be 
withdrawn, and that each of claims 1-28 presently pending in this application be 
examined. Alternatively, Applicants respectfully request that the requirement be 
reviewed for possible rejoinder once any claims have been granted. 
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